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Abstract 
National identity and nation are complicated structures consisting of interrelated ethnical, cultural, territorial, economical and 
official-political. Throughout the history, all nations have plenty of features which distinguish them from other nations. All the 
features peculiar to nations form the concept “national identity”.  National identity is the expression of belonging to a national 
culture.  This study aims to determine the ideas of the university students studying at Kazakhstan about national identity. This 
study aiming to determine the ideas of the university students at Kazakhstan about national identity is a descriptive study in the 
model of survey. The data of the study are collected via the scale of National identity perception. It can be deduced from the 
results of the study that the students adopt the opinions in the first factor which are national identity and values and the second 
factor which are national identity and religion relation as parts of national identity.   
© 2015 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. 
Peer-review under responsibility of Academic World Education and Research Center. 
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1. Introduction 
The most substantial element which distinguishes communities from each other is cultural differences. Cultural 
differences consist of different life styles and belongings. People distinguish from other societies considering their 
social features by living in a society to which they feel they belong. They take place in a society becoming alike in 
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its own merits. When viewed from limited aspect, an individual who becomes different from the other individuals of 
its own society adopting distinguished physical, social, mental features and perceptions gets its own personality 
gaining an individual identity in its society. 
Above all, identity is a concept peculiar to the human beings. Identity comprises of two components. The first 
one is recognition and identification and the second one is belonging. Recognition and identification includes the 
issues how an individual is recognized and how it identifies itself in society. The tools for them are language and 
culture. Belonging emerges when an individual feels that it belongs to a social group (Suavi, 1999). In other words, 
identity is the matter of how an individual or a society is recognized by the others and how it is appreciated by the 
others (Tural, 1994). Yet, the construction of identities “consists of the materials of history, geography, biology, 
productive institutions and production oriented institutions, collective memory, individual fantasy, devices of the 
power, spiritual oracles. However, individuals and social groups and societies process these materials considering 
the social conditions and cultural projects resulting from the framework of the time in their own social structure and 
reorganize the meaning of all of these materials” (cited in Yanık, 2013; 228, 229). 
Nation is the name of the community of human beings in which people share history, land, shared mythos and 
historical memory, mass public culture, collective economy, shared legal rights and duties. As it is found in 
ethnicity, it is a community with shared mythos and memories as it is stated in the definition (Kıdıraliyeva, 2007). In 
the construction of nation, besides all of the processes such as wars, disasters, victories, beliefs, values and political 
structures contribute the formation of national awareness intentionally or unintentionally, yet social and cultural 
actions based on conscious state politics after the foundation of national states help as well (Turkmenoglu, 
2007:162). 
National identity and nation are complicated structures consisting of interrelated ethnical, cultural, territorial, 
economical and official-political. Throughout the history, all nations have plenty of features which distinguish them 
from other nations. All the features peculiar to nations form the concept “national identity”. National identity is the 
expression of belonging to a national culture.  Individuals carry the identity of the circle of the culture which they 
belong to. Since national culture forms national identity, all the elements and values included in culture determine 
national identity. Language, religion, flag, history, homeland, state, life style, architecture, traditional Turkish music, 
customs, traditions, manners are the leading elements which constitute national identity (Eker, 2009). When national 
identity is addressed, we have to analyze ethnical and general history, political and economic status, social structure 
and geography of the nation which is studied (Kıdıraliyeva, 2007). Therefore, identity is a reality which continually 
change, is reproduced and is “on the continuous process of formation” throughout the history (Smith, 1994:33-34. 
Gokalp, 2004:64). 
The leading elements of national identity 
Herskovits (1948) and Huntington (1996) define four important elements such as belief structure, cultural 
familiarity, national heritage, race unity for forming national identity. Fearon (1999:8) who states that the opinion of 
national identity is formed as the result of time wise and spatial continuation of the nation points out that belief 
structure, religion and supra national beliefs and cultural heritage are the components which form the national 
identity (Bruce, Keillor, Tomas, Hult, 1998). Nevertheless, Hayes bases nation on three elements. The first of them 
is unity of language, the second one is history consciousness and the third one is unity of culture (Hayes, 1961:14). 
Smith who defines national identity as the type of the collective culture identity” lists the followings as the 
components of national identity: 1 historical land or homeland, 2 shared mythos and historical memory, 3 shared 
massive public culture, 4 common legal rights and duties for all the individuals of the community, 5 shared economy 
enabling all the individuals of the community to move freely on the country (Smith, 1999:31, 32). 
Kazakhstan and National Identity 
Kazakhstan has the biggest geographic area among the Turkish Republics which is 2.717. 300 km2 . The 
population of today’s Kazakhstan which is 16. 8 million consists of 53,4 % Kazakhs, 30 % Russians, 3.7 % 
Ukrainians, 2.5 % Uzbeks, 2.4 % Germans, % 1.4 Uyghurs and % 6.6 other nationalities. Kazakhs’ evolution of 
becoming a unique nation is long and difficult. Kazakhs rising on the basement of Turkic tribes formed by Turkish 
khans of Golden Horde and Kara –Khanid Khanat sheltered rich culture and all civilizations of Eurasia. In the era of 
Soviet System (1917-1991), the growth of Kazakhstan was inconsistent. On the other hand, in spite of the political 
equality, great achievements on science, foundation of national science academy, industrialization, urbanization and 
employing the people on different sectors, Soviet system continued its ongoing policy of persecution to the people 
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of Kazakhs (Baycaun, 2002:70-71). Ethnical contradictions increased in the era of Communism. The right of 
managing their future of the countries is supposedly true. In the social and political life of Kazakhstan was led by 
Eurocentrism. Practically, the rights of national state, state sovereignty and unity were being neglected. During 
Russian revolutions, the class of national elite who asserted these problems was nearly eliminated. Showing the 
national belief and defending national benefits were considered as the bourgeoisie racism (Baycaun, 2002:17). 
System enforced one language policy encouraging solely Russian language use in the level of state. Kazakh-Russian 
bilingual system which was propagated widely wasn’t equally implemented. Kazakh language whose usage was 
limited to daily life, wasn’t used as science, bureaucracy, law and technical documentation language (Baycaun, 
2002:72).  Nation state if it is race based or citizenship based requires a homogeneous nation in terms of culture and 
religion. While Kazakhs living in the country used Kazakh, Kazakhs living in the city generally used Russian in 
their daily lives. A Great step was taken on 22 September 1989 when Kazakh was accepted as the state language 
besides Russian by the efforts of Kazakhstan Communist Party leader Nursultan Nazarbayev (Kaya, 2012: 366-367, 
Kurubas, 2006). Teaching Kazakh at school was also substantial. It has been understood from recent educational 
practices, for instance Kazakh was started to be taught in the classes in which learners had education in Russian, 
students after finishing high school have compulsorily been conducted Kazakh exam and national elements have 
been place in the curriculum (Kaya, 2012: 366-367, Kurubas, 2006). 
Kazakhstan has started to produce policies and implemented them to take place in the system of nation states. 
Therefore it will be accepted in the international arena. After gaining independency from Soviet Union, it was 
necessary to reform national identity for proving legitimacy of independence and adding meaning to independence. 
To reach these goals,  a new history writing which is state based  has been focused and new mythos have been 
formed  for both creating shared memory and providing the source of legitimacy. In 1995 “A Certificate of 
Foundation of History Awareness of Kazakhstan Republic” was formed by State Policy National Board 
administrated by the president of Kazakhstan, Nazarbayev. Kazakhstan is a nation which has a deep-rooted history 
dating back to 2500 years and founded a plenty of states and these states were founded on Kazakhstan’s today’s 
land. Moreover, policies exemplified showing that these states weren’t “barbarian nomads” and they founded 
outstanding civilizations contributing humanity. Kazakhstan Education Academy changed the coursebooks 
comprehensively used in the period of Soviet for teaching history, history of Kazakhstan was rewritten in 1992 
including element s of national identity such as national flag, national anthem, national coat of arms (Kaya, 
2012:366-368. Yapıcı, 2009:12. Gurbuz, 2004:199. Kurubas, 2006).  
Transformation of Kazakhstan into a multiple ethnic, cultural and religious structure has been succeeded 
systematically after Russia’s invasion between the years 1820-1850. Not only one nation but also plenty of nations 
have lived in the centre Asia. In the past a great number of Russians and Christians lived in the region of 
Turkmenistan and Kazakhstan. There are several reasons for migrations until the rebellions resulted from 
unemployment were suppressed.  Demographic structure of Kazakhstan consists of two basic groups, cultural and 
religious.  The first one includes Christian Slavs, Greeks, Koreans, Germans and vast majority of Russians, the other 
one comprises Muslim Turks such as Uzbeks, Uyghur’s, Tatars. Ethnical-cultural and religious differences between 
people didn’t affect their relationship. The last condition of Kazakhstan from 18th century to today is that it has been 
transformed into a country where multicultural and different ethnical groups live (Vurucu, 2008, Akca, Vurucu, 
2010:29). 
Elements of Kazakhstan National Identity 
a. Islam: Islam which started to spread at the period of Abbasid Caliphate in the 8th century harmonized with the 
traditions in this country in the past and an Islamic perception peculiar to this region emerged. In the Central Asia, 
Islamic belief is united with the ethnical consciousness and become a basic element of social structure of the region. 
This is testified Yasaviyya tariqah led by Khoja Akhmet Yassawi and spreaded in the 12th century (Calıskan, 2012).  
b. Steppe and Kazakh Identity: Steppe’s main effects on the formation of Kazakh national identity result from the 
meanings attached to Steppe.  Steppe is both lost and colonized land, in addition it’s an area which is tried to be 
recaptured. Goal of dominating Steppe of Russia and attempt of making it Slavic area caused a reactionist attitude in 
Kazakh national identity.  Hence, Steppe is considered as an area where Kazakh identity, existence and values are 
reproduced (Calıskan, 2012). 
c. Tribe Ties: Kazakhstan is divided into three hordes (juz) (great, middle and small) and ancestor ties are 
considered important. Juzs (hordes) which are superior than clans and tribes have significant roles in social life. 
Kazakh leaders avoid the emphasis of ancestry politically despite its importance in social context. Kazakh’s 
leadership has preferred to use the term “Kazakhstani” after the independence. National identity based on 
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Kazakhstan citizenship has been adopted (Calıskan, 2012).  
As it is known, Kazakh Turks are undoubtedly the representatives of Turkish nation having a deep rooted history 
and its rich culture in Central Asia. Kazakh Turks go on following, changing or improving their traditions and 
customs since they accept them as the heritage of their past and part of their culture. Kazakh Turks celebrate 
national, religious and important days in their lives in the atmosphere of festival. Important days in their lives such 
as birthdays, sildehane, dilacar, circumcision feasts, sending off to military service feasts, wedding ceremonies, 
golden and silver year feasts, religious festivals and official holidays such as Nowruz on March 21-22, Republic 
Day on October 25 and Victory Day on May 9 are celebrated with great joy and with attentively prepared 
ceremonies called “toys”. These plays have both been passed down to younger generations and combined with the 
national identity (Yucel, 2010:353).   
The process of teaching individuals national culture is one of the important objectives of national education. 
Events, symbols and historical personages stored in the collective memory for ages are attributed to the masses 
deeply with the aim of getting individuals to internalize national symbols and values throughout the society and 
citizens are intended to obtain supra identity especially reflecting it on tools such as national education, culture 
policies and military service and inviting and supporting intellectuals. Education and culture institutions and policies 
of state are mobilized to put the society into melting pot with these cultural values. Particularly public and massive 
education system is highly effective for getting individuals to have national identity. Creating national identity is 
acknowledged as a fact which can be obtained by creating a national language, massive education system and shared 
history and nationalizing industry (Smith, 1999; Yazar, 2013; Gelekci, 2011; Koseoglu, 2001: 43). In the process of 
forming national identity and teaching its values, formal education institutions such as kindergartens, primary 
schools, secondary schools, high schools and universities of curricula and different activity organizations are utilized 
in accordance with the goals of national education. In addition to this, graduates of education system are expected to 
absorb the beliefs, attitudes, historical view and national identity of the country they belong to.  
1.1. Aim 
 
This study aims to determine the opinions of university students studying in Kazakhstan about national identity. 
To reach the main aim of the study, the following questions’ answers are used. 
Among the opinions of the students studying at Kazakhstan universities  
1. Are there any significant differences between different sexuals? 
2. Are there any significant differences between different ages? 
3. Are there any significant differences between different grades? 
4. Are there any significant differences between different neighborhoods of the students? 
5. Are there any significant differences between different languages? 
2. Method 
This study which aims to determine the perception of university students studying at Kazakhstan about national 
identity is in the model of descriptive survey.  
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2.1. Study group 
The target population of the study includes 162 randomly chosen students studying at Eurasian National 
University After Gumulev in Astana, Kazakhstan. 
2.2. Data Collection 
The data were collected through National Identity Perception Scale, which was developed by Yucel Gelisli in 
2013. The scale involves 20 items, the reliability of which was calculated by cronbach alpha and was .928. 
2.3. Data Analysis 
The data gathered were analyzed depending on the purpose of the study and the research questions. In the 
analysis of the data, descriptive analysis techniques were used. In order to analyze students’ opinions of national 
identity, frequencies and arithmetic mean were used; one way analysis of variable and t-test were used in order to 
determine the differences in students’ perceptions depending on the variables. 
3. Findings and Interpretations 
In this part, university students’ perceptions on national identity were analyzed in terms of variables and the 
results were interpreted. Table 1. Shows the distribution of the students’ opinions of national identity.  
 
Table 1. The distribution of the students’ opinions of national identity 
Item and Factors n X Sd 
I. Faktor (National Identity and Values)     
1. I am happy to participate in national holidays.  162 3,88 1,207 
2. My country is over anything else.  162 4,06 1,145 
3. National unity and solidarity are one of our indispensable values. 162 4,37 1,009 
4. Language is the most important element bringing the society together. 162 4,25 1,121 
5. National identity is comprised of ideal and nation feeling. 162 4,12 ,997 
6. National identity is formed with the link of citizenship. 162 3,86 1,122 
7. National identity is a unity of feeling. 162 3,69 1,137 
8. The most important element of national identity is independence. 162 4,24 1,063 
9. National identity consists of shared history unity. 162 4,01 1,086 
10.Social belongingness is very important for me. 162 4,19 1,144 
11. I like reading books about Turkish History. 162 3,79 1,165 
12. Cultural values are important in my daily life.  162 3,79 1,148 
13. Honor, self-respect, repute, independence, ethics are basic elements of national identity. 162 4,26 1,062 
14. Awareness of national history is an important determiner of national identity.  162 4,14 1,040 
15. National values are determiners of national identity. 162 4,06 1,007 
16. Customs and traditions are determiners of national identity. 162 4,09 1,028 
II. Factor (National Identity – Religion Relation)    
17. I like participating in religious festivals.  162 3,50 1,222 
18. Religion is the most important of national values.  162 3,63 1,101 
19. Religious belief is a determiner of national identity. 162 3,58 1,049 
20. Culture consists of the religious belief of a nation.  162 3,65 1,138 
Total 162 3,78 ,768 
 
When the findings in Table 1 are analyzed, it is clear that students strongly agree on the opinions in the first factor 
(National Identity and Values).  Accordingly, the students strongly agree on “National unity and solidarity are one of 
our indispensable values; language is the most important element bringing the society together; the most important 
element of national identity is independence; social belongingness is very important for me; honor, self-respect, 
repute, independence, ethics are basic elements of national identity”. Besides, the students also agree on the other 
opinions in first factor. It is also found that the students agree on the opinions in the second factor (National identity 
– religion relation). Taking the findings in this study into consideration, it may be concluded that the students 
interiorized all the items related to national identity on the scale and evaluated all these opinions as parts of national 
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identity. Table 2 indicates the evaluation of participants’ opinions of national identity in terms of the language 
variable.  
 
Table 2.  The evaluation of students’ opinions of national identity in terms of the language variable 
Factor Language n x Sd t p 
 
Factor 1 
Kazakh 125 65,57 13,821 1,224 ,223 
Russian 37 62,55 11,689   
 
Factor 2 
Kazakh 125 14,50 3,760 ,816 ,416 
Russian 37 13,91 4,071   
 
Total 
Kazakh 125 80,08 16,340 1,210 ,228 
Russian 37 76,43 15,296   
P>0.05 
A significant difference isn’t found according to the scaling factors and total mark when the findings in the Table 
2 are analyzed Kazakhstan university students’ opinions about the national identity according to their language they 
speak. This finding can be interpreted like that university students’ opinions about the national identity according to 
their language they speak don’t change. In Table 3 the participants’ opinions about national identity in terms of the 
sexual variable are evaluated. 
 
Table 3: The student’s opinions about the national identity in terms of sexual variable evaluation 
Factor  Sex  N x Sd t p 
Factor 1 Female 140 65,07 13,413 ,483 ,630 
Male 22 63,59 13,489   
Factor 2 Female 140 14,37 3,642 ,009 ,993 
Male 22 14,36 4,952   
Total Female 140 79,45 15,919 ,403 ,687 
Male 22 77,95 17,783   
P>0.05 
 
A significant difference isn’t found according to the scaling factors and total mark when the findings in the Table 
3 are analyzed considering Kazakhstan university students’ opinions about national identity in terms of their 
sexuality. This finding can be interpreted like that university students opinions about the national identity according to 
their sexuality don’t change. In Table 4 the participants’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their 
department is evaluated.  
 
Table 4:  The student’s opinions about the national identity in terms of their department variable 
Factor Department n X Sd F p 
Factor 1 Foreign languages 74 65,71 14,798 ,608 ,546 
 International relations  68 63,52 12,009   
 Turcology 20 66,35 12,575   
Factor 2 Foreign languages 74 14,62 4,163 ,653 ,522 
 International relations  68 13,97 3,648   
 Turcology 20 14,80 3,105   
Total Foreign languages 74 80,33 18,018 ,704 ,496 
 International relations  68 77,50 14,244   
 Turcology 20 81,15 14,953   
 Total  162 79,24 16,134   
           P>0.05 
 
A significant difference isn’t found according to the scaling factors and total mark when the findings in the Table 
4 are analyzed Kazakhstan university students’ opinions about national identity in terms of their departments of the 
study. This finding can be interpreted that university students’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their 
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Table 5:  The students’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their grade variable 
Factor Grade n X Sd F p Post hock 
Factor 1 1.grade 41 63,34 16,493 1,515 ,223  
 2.grade 59 63,50 11,358    
 4.grade 62 67,19 12,784    
Factor 2 1.grade 41 14,09 4,229 3,320 ,039* 2-4 
 2.grade 59 13,57 3,747    
 4.grade 62 15,30 3,471    
Total 1.grade 41 77,43 19,270 2,075 ,129  
 2.grade 59 77,08 14,049    
 4.grade 62 82,50 15,440    
Total  162 79,24 16,134    
 *P<.05 
 
When the findings in Table 5 are analyzed in terms of the grade at which university students study in 
Kazakhstan, a significant difference in their opinions about the first scale factor (National Identity and Values) has 
not been identified(F= 1,515 P>0.05). However, a significant difference has been found (F= 3,320  P<0.05) in the 
students’ opinions about the second scale factor (National Identity- Religion Connection).  In order to determine 
between which groups the differences in students’ perceptions about factor 2 are, Scheffe Test was done and 
according to it there is a significant difference between 2nd grade students (X=13,57) and 4th grade students. It can be 
interpreted like that 4th grade students have more positive opinions about the national identity and religion relation. 
A significant difference isn’t found according to total mark concerning the whole scale. In Table 6 the participants’ 
opinions about the national identity in terms of their age are evaluated.  
 
Table 6:  The students’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their ages 
Factor Age n X Sd F p 
Factor 1 Age 17 13 64,38 11,514 1,010 ,404 
 Age 18 53 63,83 13,977   
 Age 19 34 63,58 13,16   
 Age 20 33 64,12 16,381   
 Age 21 29 69,37 8,637   
Factor 2 Age 17 13 14,76 2,976 1,602 ,177 
 Age 18 53 13,81 3,912   
 Age 19 34 13,50 3,986   
 Age 20 33 15,12 3,689   
 Age 21 29 15,37 3,802   
Total Age 17 13 79,15 13,452 1,133 ,343 
 Age 18 53 77,64 16,607   
 Age 19 34 77,08 15,968   
 Age 20 33 79,24 19,334   
 Age 21 29 84,75 11,718   
 Total 162 79,24 16,134   
               P>0.05 
 
When the findings in Table 6 are analyzed, there is no significant difference between ages in the opinions of 
university students who study in Kazakhstan according to scale factors and total mark. This finding can be 
interpreted like that university students’ opinions about the national identity don’t change according to their ages.  In 
Table 7 the participants’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their neighbourhoods are evaluated.  
 
Table 7:  The students’ opinions about the national identity in terms of their neighbourhoods 
Factor Neighbourhood n x Sd t p 
Factor 1 Village 63 66,49 12,968 1,227 ,222 
City 99 63,84 13,618   
Factor 2 Village 63 14,85 4,007 1,294 ,198 
City 99 14,06 3,697   
Total Village 63 81,34 16,203 1,326 ,187 
City 99 77,90 16,028   
  P>0.05 
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When the findings in Table 7 are analyzed, there is no significant difference about the national identity of the 
neighborhood of Kazakhstan University students according to scale factors and total mark. This finding can be 
interpreted like that university students’ opinions about the national identity don’t change, according to their 
neighborhoods. 
4. Conclusion 
In this research, these results are obtained from the opinions of Kazakhstan University students. 
According to the findings of the research, it can be deduced that students internalize all of the opinions in the first 
factor (national identity and values) and the second factor (national identity-religion relation) and they evaluate these 
opinions as parts of national identity. 
 The opinions of students which take place in the scale aren’t found significant according to the results of t test 
and one way analysis of variable  in terms of the variables  which are sexual, age, neighborhoods’, departments and 
languages they speak; considering the grades of the students, students’ opinions about the  second factor (national 
identity- religion link), significant differences have been found in favors of fourth grades compared to other grades 
and fourth grade students have a positive view towards the link between national identity and religion. 
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